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[ 49 1]

Our objeions to the principles of yeur bill, we thought
fuficiently pointed out by the principles, nature, and exteat,
ot the bill whica we originated, and which foon fo'lowed
the rejetion of yours. Under this impreflion, we did not
imagine that a mefligs explaining the motives of our ton-
duct, and fLiting our oojections, would have been expdited,
or deemsd neceflary ; but as you have intimated that fuch
I3 your ¢xpe®ation, we cannot dbut wifh you had imparced
it to us earlier in the feffion, and when we nad little bufinefs
before us; we could then have f{tited our ovjettions more
tully, and with preater perfpicuity, than th: fhortnefs of
tme, aad the receflary actention to the bills fent us with
your meflaze, will admur, o

The preamble of the bill for feizing and confi‘catin
Britith property, difclofed the principles upon which the
cnadling claufe wag grounded; and though the latter feemed
In appearance to confifcate the property of Britith fubje@s
cnly, yet when céupled to the preamble, ever a key to the
conftrultion of an act, it really included, sl thofe who are
called avlentees, and muft have been [o taken by any court
¢f judicature; for che criterion, by witich a Britith fubjeét
wis to te diftinguithad, being once drawn by che preamole,
sud admitted, no cowrt could have determined in gppofitinn
to this rule, that a perfon who left Maryland, tefore the
dxclaration of indepenidence, was nor a Britifh fubje&, not-
withitanding prior Jaws had confidered them as fubje&s of
this ftate; 1o that the ena&ing claufe of your bill, compared
with and explained by the preamb'e, would have the fame
ette, as if the ablentees had been exprefsiy taken in and
named; therefore this clafs of people are determined to be
Britith fubjedts by your bill as ftrongly, though indireétly,
25 if the fame thing had becn pointedly exprefled in the
emacting claufe, This is fo exceedingly clear, that we are
not a little farprifed’at the {uggettion, that your bill did not
affe the queftiog, whether thefe abfentees were Britith

fubjects, but that the fame would be determined by pre-
exifting law, upon the fame rules, without your bill, as
would be done under it. The a&s of our legiflature, en-
titled, An a& to punifh certain crimes and mifdemeanors,
and to prevent the growth of toryilm, -and-the a& for the

better fecurity of the government, confider thefe people, as
H

, fubjeéls



